
Navrmbez’ 9, 1990 

Projmb Rev4Qw offftmr 
Mvlslnn of Resaaroh Orants and S'e.llawahlp~e 
lTatlonal InrblbuW3 of RWltih 
Rsthaeda 14, Maryland 

!f!hank you for your letter of Blorrmbrr 6, 1950, and far ystp 
advios in the, fntersett af OWL 1~bsamwh pwgmnb 

The applioation for remww3h support, “oenetlae of Ba.&rrlar@ 
was rmde at what we would both admit to k zm early date, in 
mtiolpatlcm of diffioultleo which are likely to arIse if the 
apllaation 1s reviewed later, Review in nay or June implies 
that even prsliniq approval (or disapproval) crannot be given 
before CeaFly July. ft fe ertsamsly dlfflault to find eultablo 
pemmmcrrl for wnployment In the Fall at this late date. Reu- 
agnlaing t&t final. a~provat of funds might have to w8it for 
cnrqgwesioml qpropriertim, X hqad that the judgment of the 
iadvi$ory board would be worth iseeking &St an emly date. 

I do not wish to perelrt in t2ls ap;-lloatlon If it involvee 
a amfliat with ymr review pollcler, Xf rW%mmxy, I wlll be 
&ad to I&~,~DQ the be&nl~~ date of t% grant iqpliaati n CO 
t&t it will OOPOF the period June l# 1951 - May 31, 1952. Prof. 
srrsbly, X would like to eubnit the preaont ag~~llloation far reviw 
at the next meetly of the advisory board, if there le any Useli- 
hood that the board mn render a judgmat that will ba urerful 
in p2anning our prsonnd aituatlm. But, thirdly, 1 will be 
+mmd to withdraw this aT-:lfaatlm for rsd.sm5tfal latter if, 
in your j&Qpiint, there 1s inmbffofent juatifiaatl-n for pre- 
eenti~,. ft nowe 

Pending ,pduf reply, I am retaining the applfo~tlm a8 re- 
turned. 

Your8 rlnoerely, 

Jorhua &edwbera: 
AmaoIsts Profer8or of Qmatlor 


